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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1 . Claims 30 and 31 are objected to because of the following informalities: the 
acronyms GSM and UMTS should be spelled out first. Appropriate correction is 
required. 

2. Claim 39 is objected to because of the following informalities: on page 6, line 2, 
"the a specific" should be "the specific"; and on page 6, lines 16-17, "is initiated" should 
be deleted. Appropriate correction is required. 

3. Claim 40 is objected to because of the following informalities: on line 2, "said 
interworking device" should be "said network interworking device". Appropriate 
correction is required. 

4. Claim 41 is objected to because of the following informalities: on line 2, "said 
interworking device" should be "said network interworking device". Appropriate 
correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claims 39, 44, and 46 recite the limitation "said radio transceiver device" in line 
12. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

7. Claim 23 recites the limitation "the radio access network" in line 3. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claims 22-33, 35-37, and 39-46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Dufour et al, US Patent Number 5,878,349 (hereinafter Dufour) in 
view of prior art made of record in previous Office Actions, Tayloe et a!., US Patent 
Number 5,826,188 (hereinafter Tayloe). 

Regarding claims 22, 35, 39, 44, and 46, Dufour discloses a method comprising: 
detecting a request for specific service, wherein said request for specific service is 
received from at least one of a first access network and a second access network; 
accessing information on conditions for the first radio access network and the second 
radio access network for giving sufficient support for a specific service requested by 
said request for specific service, analyzing whether or not said first radio access 
network and said second radio access network meet said conditions; and initiating a 
handover of said radio transceiver device from said first radio access network to said 
second radio access network if the conditions are met by the second radio access 
network but the first radio access network does not, wherein a radio transceiver device 
capable of operating with the first radio access network and the second radio access 
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network is attached to said first radio access network [figs. 3a, 3b; col. 4: lines 46 - col. 
5: line 23]. 

What Dufour does not specifically disclose is wherein an error procedure is 
initiated, when it is detected in said analyzing that said requested specific service is not 
available in any of said networks. However, Tayloe teaches this limitation [fig. 3: col. 8: 
lines 20-28]. 

Dufour and Tayloe are combinable because they are from the same field of 
endeavor, that is, handing off call between first and second radio access networks. At 
the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
modify Dufour to include Tayloe. The rationale for this modification would have been to 
notify the user that the request couldn't be fulfilled in order for the user to promptly 
consider another service request. 

Regarding claim 23, Dufour discloses wherein said conditions comprise a 
condition whether said requested specific service exists in the radio access network 
[figs. 3a, 3b]. 

Regarding claim 24, Dufour discloses wherein said conditions depend on each 
other [figs. 3a, 3b]. 

Regarding claim 25, Tayloe discloses wherein one of said conditions for the first 
radio access network is a given amount lower than the corresponding condition for the 
second radio access network [col. 6: lines 30-48]. 

Regarding claims 26 and 40, Dufour discloses wherein said method is performed 
in said radio transceiver device [col. 5: lines 20-23]. 
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Regarding claims 27 and 41, Dufour discloses wherein said method is performed 
in a network control device [col. 5: lines 20-23]. 

Regarding claim 28, Dufour discloses informing said radio transceiver device of 
the fact that a handover to said second radio access network is to be initiated [fig. 3b: 
ref. 47]. 

Regarding claim 29, Dufour discloses wherein said radio transceiver device is a 
dual mode phone which is adapted to be operated in said first radio access network and 
said second radio access network [col. 4: lines 46-48]. 

Regarding claim 30, Dufour discloses wherein either said first or said second 
radio access network is a GSM network [col. 1: lines 15-17]. 

Regarding claim 31, the Examiner takes Official Notice that it is well known in the 
art that either said second or said first radio access network could be a UMTS network 
as the specific network types used is a matter of design choice which lacks criticality to 
the overall function of the invention. 

Regarding claim 32, Dufour discloses wherein said requested specific service is 
a circuit-switched service [fig. 4a: ref. 51]. 

Regarding claim 33, Dufour discloses wherein said requested specific service is 
a packet service [fig. 3a: ref. 31]. 

Regarding claim 36, Dufour discloses wherein said radio transceiver device is 
attached to said first radio access network such that it is located in a cell of said first 
radio access network and connected by air with said first radio access network [fig. 1]. 
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Regarding claim 37, Dufour discloses wherein said radio transceiver device is 
also located in a cell of said second radio access network [fig. 1]. 

Regarding claim 42, Dufour discloses wherein said analyzing unit is connected to 
a database to obtain information regarding said conditions of said requested specific 
sen/ice [figs. 3a, 3b; col. 4: lines 46 - col. 5: line 23]. 

Regarding claims 43 and 45, Dufour discloses wherein said analyzing unit is 
configured to analyze whether a subscriber using said radio transceiver device is 
entitled to use said requested specific service [figs. 3a, 3b]. 

Response to Arguments 

10. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 22-33, 35-37, and 39-46 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Erika A. Gary whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7841. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supen/isor, Charles Appiah can be reached on 571-272-7904. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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September 26, 2007 




